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1 . This written opinion is the first (first, etc,) drawn by this International Preliminary Examining Authority. 

2. Tli is opinion contains indications relating to the following items: 
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Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial applicability 



Reasoned statement under Rule 66,2 (a)(ii) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability; 
citations and explanations supporting such statement 
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[_] Certain document cited 

□ 

Certain defects in die international application 
| | Certain observations on the international application 



3. The applicant, is hereby invited to rep)y to this opinion 
When? vSce the time limit indicated above. The appfetHt may, be fi)fe-£he-e*p 

How? By submitting a written reply, accompanied, where appropriate, by amendments, According to Role 66.3. 

For the form and the language of the amendments, see Rules 66.8 and 66.9. 

Also for an additional opportunity to submit amendments, see Rule 66,4. 

For the examiner* s obligation to consider amendments and/or arguments, see Rule 66.4 bti > 
For an informal communication with the examiner, see Rule 66.6 

If no reply is tiled, the international pr el uminary examination report will be established on die basis of this opinion, 

4, The final date by which the international preliminary 

examination report must be established according to Ruie 69.2 is: U Se pt ember 2003 ( i 3.09,2003) 
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Form PCT/IPEA/40S (cover sheet)(July 1998} 



WTOTIEN OPINION 



International application No. 
PCT/TJS02/14S74 



L Basis of the opinion 



Wiih regard to the elements of the international application:* 

[Xj the international application as originally filed 
[Xj (he description: 



pages 1-24 



pages NON E 



pages NONE 

the claims: 
pages 25 -29 



as originally filed 
filed with the demand 
tried with Che letter of _ 



pases NONE 



pages NONE 
pages NONE 



± as originally filed 
as amended (together with any statement) under Article 19 
Hied with the demand 
, filed with die letter of 



the drawings: 
pages 1-19 



pages NONE 
pages NONE 



as originally filed 
, hied with the demand 
, riled with the letter of 



I ) the sequence listing part of the description: 

pages NONE _> as originally filed 

, tiled with the demand 

. filed with me letter of 



pages NONE 



pages NONE 



2. With regard to the language, all the elements marked above were available or furnished to this Authority in the 
language in which the international application was tiled, unless otherwise indicated under (his item. 

These elements were available or furnished to this Authority in tire following language which is: 

f~l the language of a translation nimished for the purposes of international search (under Rule23. 1(b)). 
1 | the language of publication of the international application (under Rule 48.3(b)). 

j~l the language of the translation furnished for the purposes of international preliminary exami nati onfunder Rules 
55.2 and/or 55.3). 

3. With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence disclosed in the international application, the written 
opinion was drawn on. the basis of the sequence listing: 

1~1 contained in me international application in printed form. 

□ riled together wi(Ja die international application in computer readable form, 

[ | furnished subsequently to this Authority in written form. 

| | fund shed subsequently to this Authority in computer readable tbrm. 

I | The statement that the subsequently furnished written sequence listing does not go beyond die disclosure in the 
intemjational application as filed lias been furnished, 

I | The statement that the information recorded in computer readable form is identical to die written sequence listing 
has been furnished. 



4, 



The amendments have resulted in the cancellation of: 
[X] the description, pages NONE 

Z 

m 



the claims, Nos. NONE 



the drawings , s beets^% NONE 



5. L] Tins opinion has been drawn as if (some oi) die amendment bad not been made, since they have been a>midered lo go 
beyond the disclosure as filed, as indicated in ihe Supplemental Box. (Rule 70.2(c)). 

* Replacement sheets which have been furnished to the receiving Office, in response to an invitation under Article 14 are referred to in 
this opinion as "originally filed. " 
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V, Reasoned statement under Rule 66.2(a) (la) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability; 
citations and explanations supporting such statement 

!. STATEMENT 



Novelty (N) Claims L-J7 ___ YES 

Claims NONE NO 

Inventive Step (IS) Claire NONE YES 

Claims 1 -37 _ NO 

Industrial Applicability (IA) Claims l_37 YES 

Claims NONE _____ NO 



2. CITATIONS AND EXPLANATIONS 
Please See Continuation Sheet 



Form PCT/1PE A/408 (Box V) (July >998) 





International application No. 


WRITTEN OPINION 


PCT/US02/ 14374 


Supplemental Box 




(To be used when tiie space in any of the preceding boxes is not sufficient) 




TIME LIMIT: 




The time limit set for response \.o a Written Opinion may not be extended. 37 CFR 1.484(d). Any response received after the 


expiration of the time limit set in the Written Opinion will not be considered in preparing the biter national Preliminary Examination 


Report. 




V. 2. Citations and Ex pi an at ions: 




1 . Claims L ,3-5 ,7-8,1 1-13,24,26-27,29-30,33-35 and 37 lack an inventive step under PCT Article 33(3) as being 


obvious over Lewis in view of Yoneda (6,(X)2,832). 




Regarding claims 1 Lewis reaches an apparatus for performing a method (pages 7-8) for providing access data, the 


me thod c ompr i s ing : 




receiving user input specifying whether access is to be provided after a 


future change in a displayed television channel to video 




presentation that is buffered before the future change in the 




displayed television channel by indicating bookmarks to video presentation for future accessing (Fig 4, 


page 8); 




providing the access responsive to the user input specifying that the access 


is to be provided ( page 6) ; and 




preventing the access responsive to the user input specifying that the 


access is not to be provided (page 8). 





Lewis fails to teach the use of buffer for storing the video presentation Yoneda teaches an apparatus using a 
time shift buffer for storing the video presentation (columns 7-8). it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art t modify Lewis with Yoneda by using a time shift buffer as taught by Yoneda for storing the video 
presentation thereby enhancing the capability of the apparatus of Lewis in controlling accessing of the video 
presentation when needed 

2. Claims 2 and 25 lack an Inventive step under PCT Article 33(3) as being obvious over Lewis in view of 
Yoneda (6,002,832) above further in view of Logan. 

Lewis as modified with Yoneda fails to teach the rewind operation of the buffer as recited in claims 2 and 25. 
Logan teaches an apparatus having a buffer string video presentation and can be operated in a rewind 
operation (column 6). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Lewis as modified 
with Logan for operating the buffer with a rewind operation thereby enhancing the functional operation f the 
apparatus of Lewis as modified with Yoneda for presenting the video in a reverse mode. 

3> Claims 6,9-10,28 and 31-32 lack an inventive step under PCT Article 33(3) as being obvious over Lewis 

______in_vi&w „ 
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Supplemental Box 

(To be used when the space in any of the preceding boxes Is not sufficient) 



Lewis as modified with Yoneda falls to specifically teach the buffered video presentation corresponds to a video 
stream that is received via a subscriber television network as recited in claims 8 and 28 and the access is 
provided only if the displayed television channel had been designated as a favorite television channel as recited 
in claim 9-10 and 31-32. 

Hearty teaches an apparatus comprising a control means for receiving video presentation from a subscriber 
television network (Abstract) and accessing the favorite video presentation {column 19 lines 27-45). St would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill I the art to modify Lewis as modify with Yoneda with Moarty by 
providing a control means as taught by Hoarty with the apparatus of Lewis as modified with Yoneda for 
receiving the video presentation from a television network and accessing the favorite channel thereby allowing a 
user can select the favorite channel from a television network for viewing, 

4. Claims 14-23 and 36 fack an inventive step under PCT Article 33(3} as being obvious over Lynch in view 
of Creemer 

Regarding claims 14-23 and 36, Lynch teaches an apparatus for receiving video presentation and storing the 
video presentation in a time shift buffer (columns 1-2). 

Lynch fails to teach means for modifying the buffer such that the space of the buffer is equal to an input 
identified by a user . 

Creemer teach a control means used with a buffer to modifying the buffer such that the space of the buffer is 
equal to an input identified by a user. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify 
Lynch with Creemer by using a control means as taught by Creemer with the apparatus of Lynch thereby 
allowing controlling the space of the buffer of Lynch to store the video presentation. 

NEW CITATIONS 

US 6.002.832A (YONEDA) 14 December 1999. see columns 7-8. 
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